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Lepal Department

NANCY B. WHITE K ekl
General Counsel-Florids

BallSouth Telacommunications, inc.
150 West Flagler Street

Suite 1910

Miami, FL 33130

{305) 347-55568

August 27, 1999

Scott Sapperstein, Esq.

Senior Policy Counsel

Intermedia Communications, Inc.
3625 Queen Palm Drive

Tampa, FL 33619

Dear Mr. Sapperstein:

| am writing in response to Ms. Heather Burnett Gold’s letter dated
July 26, 1999, regarding the Florida Public Service Commission’s Order No.
PSC-98-1216-FIF-TP. Per her request, | am addressing this and all future
correspondence regarding this matter to you.

According to Ms. Gold's letter and the attached spreadsheets,
BellSouth owes Intermedia a total of $31,513,950.65 for reciprocal
compensation payments through the end of June 1888. Based 6n the
information contained in the spreadsheets, Intermedia is using an outdated
rate of $0.01056 to compute reciprocal compensation payments.

The intent of the June 3, 1998 Amendment to the Interconnection
Agreement between Intermedia and BellSouth, which was signed by both
parties, was to 3establish elemental rates for local traffic. The Amendment
specifically states in paragraph 3 that “The Parties agree to bill Local traffic
at the elemental rates specified in Attachment A.” [Emphasis added]
Additionally, paragraph 4 provides for “...reciprocal compensation being paid
between the Parties based on the elemental rates specified in Attachment
A"

[ am attaching the June 3" Amendment, which details the elemental

rates for Local traffic. The approved rates for End Office Switching and
Tandem Switching/Transport are $0.002000 and $0.00125, respectively.

—~—g




EXHIBIT K
PAGE 2 OF 5

The correctly compute the reciprocal compensation amount owed by
BellSouth, please adjust your reciprocal compensation calculations to reflect
the appropriate rates as outlined in the June 3, 1998 Amendment.

AN

Sincerely,

White

Attachments

cc: Mary Jo Peed, Esq. (w/attachments)
Jerry Hendrix, Sr, Dir.-Interconnection Svecs. (w/attachments)
Patrick Finlen, Mgr.-Interconnection Svcs. (w/attachments)
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AMENDMENT
TO
MASTER INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN
INTERMEDLIA CONMDMUNICATIONS, INC. aad
~"BELLSOUTH TELECONMMUNICATIONS. INC.
DATED JULY 1, 1996

Pursuant 1o this Agreement (the “Amendment”™), Intermedia Communicauens. Inc.
" 1CI[™) and BeiiSouth Telecommunications, Inc. ("8etSouth”™) jereinafier referred 2o
coilectively as the "Parmies™ hereby 2gree to amend that ceain Master [atercennecticn
Agreement berween the Parties effective July 1, 1996 (“Interconnection Agreement”™).

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the munual provisions coatained herein and
Sther good and valuable consideraticn, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereey
acknowledged, ICl 2nd BellSouth hereby covenant and agree as iollows:

L The Parties agree that BellSouth will, upon request, provide, and
ICI will accept and pay for. Multiple Tandem Access, otherwise referred to as
Single Point of Interconnection, as defined in 2. following:

2. This arrangement pmxd:s for ordering interconnection to a single access

‘tandem, or, at @ minimum, less than all access tandems within the LATA for

- ICI's terminating local 2nd intraf ATA toll wraffic and BeliSouth's terminating -

. local and inral ATA toll traffic along with wansit raffic to and from other:
= ALECS; [ptmm:jnnp Carriers; Independent Companies and Wireless Carriers..
This arrangement can be ordered in one way trunks and/or two way trunks or

T Super Giﬁﬁﬁ:foi'e restriction to this arrangement is that all of ICT's NXXs must -
ABT AT be " ssociited With thesg access tandemssotherwise; ICImust interconnect o7
each wndem where 2n NXX is “homed” for transit traffic-switched to and from .-

an Interexchangs Carrier. .

3. The Parties agree to bill Local traffic at the elemental rates specified in
‘Attachment A,

4, _ This amendment will result in reciprocal compensation being paid between the
Parties based on the elemental rates specified in Attachment A,

S. The Parties agree that all of the other provisions of the Interconnection
Agreement, dazed July 1, 1996, shall remain in full force and cffect.

6. The Parties further agree that either or both of the Parties is authorized to
submit thit Amendmene to the respective state regulatory authorities for

2pproval subject to Section 252(e) of the Federal Telecommunications Act of
1966,

. —,
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STTACHMENT A

[

Multiple Tandem Access shail te 2v

neC.2 actording 1o the following ratzs for laczl uszge

i Ezch Party’s local usage wail be determined by ihe appliczuon cf us reporied Percent

Local Usage ("PLUT) 1o 1t5 inzsiate terminating minutes of use as set forth in
Paragraph 1.D.:n ICl's Februzry 24, 1997, Amendment 0 1is Interceansction

Agreement.
2 The Pariies agrze 10 biil Loczi irzic 2t the elemental rates specified below:
ELEMENT Al FL GA LA
Local Switching
End Office Swiiching, per MOU $0.0017 $0.6135  SD.0016333 $0.002562 50.0021
End Office Switching, add’} MOU‘" NA $0.005 NA NA NA
End Office Interoffice Trurk NA NA NA NA $0.0002
Port - Shared, MOU
Tandem Switching, per MOU 50.0015 $0.00029  $0.0006757 $0.001096 $0.0008
Tandem [nteroffice Trunk Port - NA NA NA NA $0.0003
Shared
Tandem Intermediary Charge, per 50.0015 NA NA 50.001096 NA
mou® '
Local Transport
Shared, per mile, per MOU $0.00004  50.000012  S0,000008  S0.0000049  $£0.0000083
Facility Termination, per MOU $0.00036 50.0005 S0.0004152  $0.000426 $0.00047"

ELEMENT MS NC sC

Local Switching
End Office Switching, per MOU $0.00221 $0.0040 $0.00221 $0.0019
End Office Switching, add'l MOUY . NA NA NA NA
End Office [nteroffice Tnunk o NA NA NA NA

Port - Shared, MOU

Tandem Switching, per MOU $0.003172 $0.0015 $0.003172 $0.000676
Tandem Interoffice Trunk Port - NA NA NA NA
Tandem Intermedixry Charge, per NA NA NA NA
MOU®

Local Transport
Shared, per mile, per MOU §0.000012 $0.00004 $0.000012 50.00004
‘Facility Termination, per MOU $0.00036 $0.00036 $0.00036 $£0.00036

[ - . . » ¢ cpm B e . . .
(1) This rate element is for use in those states with a different rate for additional minutes of use.

{2) This charge is applicable cniy 1o intermedizry traffic and is 2pplied in addition to applicable

switching and/or interconn=ction sharges.



County of HILLSBOROUGH )
) SS.
State of FLORIDA )
AFFIDAVIT OF
EDWARD L. THOMAS

I, EDWARD L. THOMAS, being first duly sworn upon oath do hereby depose and state
aé follows:

1. My name is Edward L. Thomas. I am employed by Intermedia Communications
Inc. (“Intermedia”) as Director — Voice Planning & Deployment. My business address is 3625
Queen Palm Drive, Tampa, Florida 33619, and my telephone number is (813) 829-2930. In my
capacity as Director — Voice Engineering, I am responsible for engineering the moves, adds, and
changes of the telecommunications switching requirements within the Intermedia voice network.
This includes the ordering and placement of cenﬁ*al office switching equipment, ordering and
placement of circuit groups between various exchanges, network capacity management, and
network traffic management. My telecommunications background spans thirty-five years of
experience and a myriad of technical training courses and seminars. I have attended Kent State
Univexsity and Wooster (Ohio) College. Prior to joining Intermedia, I was employed by GTE for
twenty-nine years in varioqs manageinent capacities. |

2. I am submitting thisAﬁdavit on behalf of Interrﬁedia. The purpose of my
Affidavit is to describe the manner in which Intermedia interconnects with BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc.’s (“BellSouth”) facilities for the purpose of exchanging local traffic.
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3. Intcfmedi; is one of the largest independent competitive local exchange carriers
(“CLECs”) in the United States. In Georgia, Intermedia provides local exchange service
primarily to business customers utilizing its telephone switches located in Atlanta. In order to
reach end-users located in Georgia, Intermedia interconnects with BellSouth’s facilities by
purchasing so-called “interconnection trunks” from BellSouth. These “interconnection trunks”
are used to connect Intermedia’s switches with BellSouth’s switches for the purpose of
exchanging traffic. BellSouth’s switching facilities are of two types: tandem switches and end
office switches. A “tandemn switch” is an intermediate switch or connection between an
originating telephone call location and the final destination of the call; it serves to connect
central offices when direct interoffice trunks are not available. An “end office switch” is the last
switching point (i.e., central office) in the network before the subscriber’s telephone equipment.

“\ccess to end users through direct connections to “end offices” subtending the “tandem”
switches are appropriate where the volume of traffic so dictates; otherwise, connections to

tandem switches are more economical. I provide as EXHIBIT A a diagram illustrating how a

typical CLEC voice switch is connected to BellSouth’s switch or switches.

4. There are at least two ways of reaching end users served out of BellSouth’s end-
offices. A CLEC could establish direct cénnecﬁons to each tandem within a local access and
transport area (“LATA?”) in order to have access to the end-offices subtending each suéh tandem.
For examplc, a CLEC could establish direct connectxons to Tandem Ain order to teach cnd-
scrved out of end offices A-1, A-2 A-3, and s0 on; szmﬂarly, direct connectxons to Tandem B
could be had in order to have access to end-users served out of end oﬁm B-l B-2, B-3 and so
forth. T will refer to this as “Single Tandem Architecture.” A diagram is provided in EXHIBIT

B
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AFFIDAVIT OF EDWARD L. THOMAS
PAGE3

5. Another option is for a CLEC to interconnect to a single access tandem within the
LATA to access all other tandems and end offices subtending the tandems. For example, a
CLEC could establish trunk terminations to Tandem A, which would allow the CLEC to connect
to the end offices subtending Tandem A, as well as to connect to end offices subtending
Tandems B, C, and D via direct connections to Tandem A. The ultimate goal is to have access to
all the tandems and end offices within a LATA through a single connection to one of the
tandems (or at a minimum, through connections to less than all access tandems within the
LATA). I will refer to this as “Multiple Tandem Architecture.” A diagram is provided in
EXHIBIT C.

6. The choice of whether to use a Single Tandem Architecture as opposed to a
Multiple Tandem Architecture would depend on the particular needs of the CLECs. As a general
tule, however, although Multiple Tandem Architecture is more economical because a CLEC
nieed only interconnect with one tandem to have access to several tandems and the subtending
end offices, this architecture is technically inferior. In particular, from an engineering
standpoint, call efficiency is poorer in a Multiple Tandem Architecture setting. This is because
the call is switched at multiple levels. On the other hand, Single Tandem Architecture offers
high call efficiency because the amount of switching is significantly less. CLECs whose traffic
volumes are significant tend to choose Single Tandem Architecture because their traffic volumes

‘ Jusufy mdmdual dmect connecuons to each tandem. Th:s is the case thh Intermedxa. )

v 'sthch in Buckhead Tbls allowed Intermedxa to reach end-users that were served out of end-

offices subtending the Buckhead tandem. Similarly, end-users served out of end offices
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1btending the tandem switch located in Norcross were reached through Intermedia’s connection
to the Buckhead tandem.

8. Beginning in the first quarter of 1997, BellSouth stopped routing traffic to end-
offices subtending the Norcross tandem via direct connections to the Buckhead tandem.
BellSouth insisted that the interconnection agreement between BellSouth and Intermedia
required direct connections to each tandem in the Atlanta, GA LATA. Consequently, Intermedia
established individual direct connections to the Buckhead tandem and the Norcross tandem in
order to reach end users served by the various end offices subtending the Buckhead and Norcross
tandems, respectively.

9. Beginning in or around April 1998, Intermedia began experiencing congestion
problems with the Buckhead tandem. Specifically, Intermedia was unable to obtain trunk

srminations in the Buckhead tandem, the result of which was effectively to deny access to
Intermedia’s customers. Intermedia promptly brought this problem to BellSouth’s attention, but
the lack of available trunk terminations in the Buckhead tandem persisted for several months.
BellSouth assured Intermedia that the addition of the Eastpoint tandem would alleviate the
congestion at Buckhead. Indeed, when the Eastpoint tandem became operational, the congestion
in the Buckhead facility was alleviated somewhat, but not for long. Soon thereafter, around the
ﬁurd quarter of 1998, the Buckhmd tandem began cxpenencmg congestion problems once agam.

.The congestlon problem in the Buckhcad tandem becamc progmsswely worse and hlt.a cnucal

.;pomt dunng the lattet part of 1998 forcmg mc to escalatc thc problcm someumc m_Deocmbcr' ;
'1998 to JOD RCY Sulhvan, Operatlons Assxstant Vlce Presxdent at BellSouth. Ihave sinceheld

several discussions with Mr. Sullivan, most recently in March 1999, to address the congestion
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problem in Buckhead; however, the problem continued to persist until mid-April 1999 when

BellSouth added circuits with Intermedia.

10. I believe that BellSouth may have converted Intermedia’s direct interconnection
to the Buckhead tandem into a multi-tandem architecture beginning in or around June 1998,
without Intermedia’s knowledge and consent, in order to alleviate the congestion in Buckhead. I
believe this to be the case because Kasey Howard of BellSouth asked Dean Podzamsky of
Intermedia to submit an Access Service Request (“ASR”) to BellSouth in or around September
of 1998, requesting the Buckhead tandem trunk group to be made multi-tandem. However, when
Intermedia submitted the ASR to BellSouth in November 1998, pursuant to BellSouth's request,
BellSouth advised Intermedia that the ASR could not be processed because t} e Buckhead
tandemn was already multi-tandem. This leads me to conclude that BellSouth had already
converted Intermedia’s interconnection to the Buckhead tandem into a multi-tandem architecture
prior to the time BellSouth requested Intermedia to submit an ASR requesting multi-tandem.
This is also consistent with Mike Lofton’s conversation with Mr. Howard in late 1998, in which
Mr. Howard advised Mike Lofton to submit an ASR for multi-tandem in order to make
BellSouth’s internal records consistent with its circuit deployment. Please see Mike Lofton’s
Affidavit.

11. Iam unable to determme whether a mulu-tandem archxtectute is m place today for

, Intermedxa, although Iam reasonably certam that the Buckhcad tandem was made'mulu-tandem, o

. on BelISouth’s mstance and thhout Intermedm's consent, m o around Jun. _.:1998 as dtscussed_ )

' above It is beyond any doubt, however, that Intermedxa is not, on its own, sending traﬂic
destined to the end offices subtending the Norcross tandem via the Buckhead tandem.

Specifically, traffic that is destined to the end offices subtending the Norcross tandem is sent
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directly to the Norcross tandem, and traffic that is destined to the end offices subtending the |
Buckhead tandem is sent directly to the Buckhead tandem. BellSouth may well be using multi-
tandem to route Intermedia’s traffic today, but certainly not because Intermedia requested it.
Indeed, once Intermedia’s traffic is sent to the appropriate tandem, e.g., Buckhead tandem,
Intermedia has no control over the ultimate routing of that traffic (and in fact Intermedia has no
way of knowing whether that traffic was routed in the manner requested by Intermedia, unless
BellSouth produces its translation records). As stated previously, Intermedia prefers to have
direct, individual interconnections to all the tandems in the Atlanta LATA, for technical and
other reasons.

12. In conclusion, Intermedia has never requested, on its own, multi-tandem
architecture in the Atlanta LATA in June 1998 or anytime thereafter. Intermedia did, ar

BellSouth's request, submit an ASR requesting temporary conversion to multi-tandem

architecture in order to relieve congestion in BellSouth’s tandems. That ASR has since been

cancelled by both Intermedia and BellSouth. It has never been Intermedia’s intention to have a

multi-tandem architecture on a permanent basis.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Ed -. Thomas

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this__| 4~ day of .«

BN SR

My Commission Expires:

wOIAR;, TAMMY A, KUELL
ABUC  Siate of Florida
My comm. expires July 17, 1999
Comm. No. CC 4813468

{HfmnaﬂyKnm { ) Produced 1.D.
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EXHIBIT A

TYRICAL INTERCONNECTION OF CLEC AND BELLSOUTH SWITCHES
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EXHIL TB

SINGLE TANDEM ARCHITECTURE
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County of HILLSBOROUGH
ss.

Nt Nt N

State of FLORIDA

AFFIDAVIT OF
MICHAEL LOFTON

I, MICHAEL LOFTON, being first duly sworn upon oath do hereby depose and state as
follows:

1. My name is Michael Loﬁon. I am employed by Intermedia Communications Inc.
(“Intermedia”) as Network Facilities Supervisor. My business address is 3625 Queen Palm
Drive, Tampa, Florida 33619, and my telephone number is (813) 829-2234. In my capacity as
Network Facilities Supervisor, I am responsible for deéigning, ordering, and placement of circuit
groups between various exchanges. I graduated from Louisiana Stgte Unive:sity in 1976. Prior
to joining Intermedia, I was employed for five years as Network Facilities Manager by Long
Distance Savers, Inc., a telecommunications carrier located in Monroe, Louisiana.

2. I am submitting this Affidavit on behalf of Intermedia. The purpose of my
Aﬁidavit is to describe the sequence- of events leading up to BellSouth’s request that Intermedia
- submit an Access Service Request (*“ASR”) for multiple tandem architecture in the Atlanta,
Georgia Local Access and Transport Area (“LATA”).

3. On or around September 8, 1998, I was contacted by Dean Podzamsky, who is the
Manager of the Translation Department at Intermedia, requesting my group to submit an Access
Service Request (“ASR”) for multiple tandem architecture in the Atlanta, GA LATA. Mr.

Podzamsky informed me that his group had received a request from BellSouth asking Intermedia

80329.1
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to submit an ASR for multiple tandem architecture in the Atlanta LATA in order to make
BellSouth’s records consistent with its circuit deployment. I advised Mr. Podzamsky that neither
I nor anyone on my staff knew how to prepare an ASR for multiple tandem architecture because
we had never done one before for Intermedia, and there was no need to do one as Intermedia had
direct connections to individual tandems in the Atlanta LATA.

4. Nevertheless, because Mr. Podzamsky’s was acting in response to BellSouth’s
request, and it appeared from my conversation with Mr. Podzamsky that the request was critical
to BellSouth, I contacted Kasey Howard at BellSouth to seek help on preparing an ASR for
multiple tandem architecture as instructed by BellSouth. I advised Mr. Howard that we had
never done an ASR for multiple tandem architecture, and that we needed help on preparing it.
Mr. Howard understood and promised to provide me with information on preparing an ASR for
this type of architecture. A day or so later after my conversation with Mr. Howard, I received a
three-page document from BellSouth via facsimile, containing instructions on how to prepare an
ASR for multiple tandem architecture. A copy of this document is attached to this Affidavit as
EXHIBIT A.

5. Using the information I gleaned from the document that was faxed to me by
BellSouth, I prepared an ASR for multiple tandem architecture, as BellSouth requested. I then
submitted that ASR, identified as Purchase Order Number 1998-21479-50593, to BellSouth
electronically via the BDS-TELIS Data Entry Subsystem on November 5, 1998. A hard copy of
the ASR is attached to this Affidavit as EXHIBIT B. -

6. I never received a notice from BellSouth rejecting the ASR, so I assumed that the
ASR was “clean,” although I was informally advised by BellSouth that the ASR could not be

processed because the Buckhead tandem was already multi-tandem. Similarly, I never received

80329.1
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a Firm Order Confirmation (“FOC”) from BellSouth indicating that the ASR request was
accepted. I assumed, however, that because BellSouth was only requesting an ASR for multiple
tandem architecture to make its record consistent with its circuit deployment, there was no need
for BellSouth to send us a FOC. In other words, if multiple tandem architecture was already in
place prior to BellSouth’s request that Intermedia submit an ASR, as was evidently the case here,
it would not have been necessary to confirm the order. Nevertheless, the ASR remained “open”
in Intermedia’s records.

7. On February 18, 1999, while reviewing my files, I was reminded that the multiple
tandem ASR was still “open.” Ithen placed a telephone call to Mr. Howard at BellSouth to
discuss the status of the ASR. Mr. Howard reiterated to me that BellSouth requested Intermedia
to submit an ASR for multiple tandem architecture in order to alleviate capacity limitations in the

Buckhead tandem. Mr. Howard also assured me that the multiple tandem architecture would be __/'-\

4

N
e

left in place until BellSouth had addressed the capacity problems in the Atlanta LATA, and
specifically the Buckhead tandem. I made clear to Mr. Howard that Intermedia would prefer to
continue to have direct interconnections to all the tandems in the Atlanta LATA. Further, 1

| specifically stated to Mr. Howard that what Intermedia really wanted was for BellSouth to
upgrade the Buckhead tandem and give Intermedia additional trunk terminations there. I then
advised Mr. Howard that I was closing out the ASR for multiple tandem architecture which
BellSouth requested Intermedia to submit previously. During the same telephone conversation,
Mr. Howard asked someone at BellSouth to close the multiple tandem ASR submitted by

Intermedia. Before the conversation ended, Mr. Howard assured me that the ASR had been

closed.
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8. Following my telephone conversation with Mr. Howard, I sent him an e-mail on
February 18, 1999, confirming our conversation and formally closing the ASR in writing. Mr.
Howard never responded to that e-mail, nor did he at any time in my subsequent telephone
conversations with him, challenge my summarization of our prior discussion concerning multiple
tandem architecture. A copy of my e-mail to Mr. Howard is attached to my Affidavit as

EXHIBIT C.
FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Michael chftgﬁ
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this __/ 2 day of ,4:' , 1999,
N@TARY PUBLIC ~
My Commission Expires: WOTARy TAMMY A. KUELL

PUBLC  Siate of Florida

M ires July 17, 1999
Y Comn Gﬁ CC45'|368

{ H1 Personalty Known { )Wl.o.

80329.1
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EXHIBIT A
MULTIPLE TANDEM ARCHITECTURE ASR INFORMATION
PROVIDED BY BELLSOUTH TO INTERMEDIA
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APPENDIX C
Verzlon #1S
Juno 30, 1997
(Now entrica arc bolded)
CLEC ASR REQUIREMENTS TABLE
SUPERGROUP
ASR REQUIRILMENTS TRUNK GROUF ID
NC TRFIYP | TIT SECLOC | ALOC | Z10C_[PISG__[TU MOD
{SAD_ TSUAL |3 BSTAT | *(LOWALPHA) | MM D 1Z8
SHEA TS/AL | 3 BSTAT | ® (LOW ALPHA) 31 D JZS
SHSC TWAL |3 BSTAT | ¢ (LOW ALPHA) 77 D 1ZSKE
SH-D. L ALAL__|3 BSTAT | *(LOWALPHA) MM D 1ZA
4~ «[ SHSA AL/AL |3 BST Al | * (LOWALPHA) -t 77 TD [lzA
{sSHSC - | ALJAL- |3- | BSTAT - |-* (LOW ALPHA)Y - ...[.77 | 3D. ... ) JZAXE ..
* (LOW ALPHA) will determine ALOC and ZLOC,
CLEC ASR REQUIREMENTS TABLE
LOCAL TANDEM TRUNK GROUPS TO BELLSOUTH
. ASR REQUIREMENTS _ TRUNK GROUP 13
NC TRFIYP | TIT C_|ALOC _[Z6C_ [PISG_ |10 MOD
{EBUBSDUB__| LL 2 BST10¢,7 | CLEC [ BST M- 10 JZL
SBUBSDUB | LIZLL |3 BST Loc. T | Y(LOW ) __|MM__|0G T2l |
SBUMSDUM | 1L 2 BSTLoc.T |CLEC | BST. _ |7- TO IZL
{SBUMSDUM _JLLLL |3 BST Loc. T | Y(LOW ALPHA) i oG IZL
SBUNSDUN__ | 1L Z BSTLoe.T | CLEC___ | BST___ | 7- TO JZIKE |
SBUNSDUN |LLAL |3 BST Los. T | S(LOW ALPHA) 77 0G JZLKE
* (LOW ALPHA) will dotsrmiine ALOC sad ZLOC.
* CLEC ASR REQUIREMENTS TABLE
MULTIPLE TANDEM ACCESS TRUNK GROUPS TO BELLSOUTH
ASR REQUIREMENTS —_ TRUNKGROUPID
NC___| IRFIYP | TIT | SECLOC ALOC ] ZIOC | PLSG TU MOD
SHD |TM/IM |39 |BITAT . | S(LOWALFRA) __|MM D YT
BHSA |TM/TM |34 TBSTAT | *(LOWALPHA) |77 1D 2T
JD =%, *5 'JZ}_KE

[SHSC | TM/IM |3 *#% | BSTAT |  (LOW-ALPHA)-__| 77 S v

- | SHD_| T 3 I BSTAT __ Z-%{mem, 10
TSHSA {TBUAM- 13- -|BSTAT- | ‘ i R

SHEC | TW/AM |3 BSTAT - | TP

“I'BH-D—-|-AM/AM- ~{-2---~|-BRST-AT- ....-_“m.m o on o] QM= 000 oe. -‘..ﬁ; S—— ‘m.—-‘- e

- SHEA--| AM/AM- |3 -|'BSTAT ) 3“,0—W ).. J7T7T . . . :

SHSC | AM/AM | BSTAT ® (LOW ALPHA) 77 D

¢ (LOW ALFHA) will datermine ALOC and 2LOC,

% Noto: Two ane-way transiant multiple trunk groups may ba ordered in placo of onc two-way group.
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* (LOW ALPHA) will detarmine ALOC and ZLOC,
Nots: Two ooo-way unnsiont guffic runk groups may dbo ordered {n placo of One two-way group.
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‘03723799 TUE 16 15 FAK )
w/‘ar;u CALCAAS I LA LC A SCENVINE wIif ww ~ 34040000 00%a . —. - ——
APPENDIX C
Version ¥1S
June 30, 1597
(New cntrios aro bolded)
: --CLEGC-ASR REQUIREMENTS TABLE.. .. ..
wc&mu 'pou. TRUNK GROUPS.TO. nxu.soum
TASR = - - TRUNKR GROUP ID- -~
NC mm SECLOC | ALOC__[ZIOC [ FLSG TU MQOD
[SDB.SBDJIT - f2. .. [BSTEC . STEO. _|.CLEC___| BSL._ _| M= —_ _ED _ ]I
-|-Sp-p,;b 'LTR,T..::.:. 3_.... | BSTEO- - ‘(LOWALFHA).--...-.._ MMJ ED. - .
_ sDSA.SBSA LY ]2 BSTEO |CLEC | BST 7- ED J
SDSA, $BSA |LTAT |3 BSTED | “(LOW ALPHA) 77 ED ]
"I SK-D LT 2 “I'BSTAT JcLEC -[BST" =~ -~ |- {1 -
H-D LTAT |3 BSTAT | *(LOW ALPHA) MM 1D }
SHSA LT 2 BSTAT | CLEC ] BST A D ]
SHSA LTAT 3 ‘BSTAT | *(LOW ALPHA) 77 TD J
SDSC LT 2 BSTEO [CLEC | BST 7- ED JKE
J-8DSC.-. LTAT —|3..—.. .| BSTEO _|*(LOWALPHA).. 177 — | ED_ JKE
SHSC LT 2 BSTAT | CLEC | B&T 7- D TKE
SHSC LILT 3 STAT | °*(LOW ALFHA) 77 Eve) IKE
¢ (LOW ALFHA) will determino ALOC aad ZLOC.
CLEC ASR REQUIREMENTS TABLE
TERMINATING CHOKE TRUNK GROUYS TO BELLSOUTH
] ASR REQUIREMENTS TRUNK GROUF ID
NC TREIVP | TIT EECLOC | ALOC | zL0C__ ] FI&G - ]1U- MOD
$DD,SBD [cH |2 BSTEO | CLEC | B6T. | M- D ICR
SDSA, SBSA | CH 2 BSTEO | CLEC | BST A JCR.
BDSC CH 2 BSTEO [CLEC [ BST 7- ED JCRKE
SHD CH ] TAT | CLEC BST M- T TCR
SHSA CH 2 BSTAT | CLEC BST - ™ ICR
SHSC CH 2 BSTAT | CLEC BST 7- ™ |J
CLEC ASR REQUIREMENTS TABLE
“TRANSIENT TRAFFIC TRUNK GROUPS
- ASRREQUIREMENTS - TRUNK GROUP ID
NC TRFIYP | TIT BECLOC |ALOC. | o€ | FL6G [ 3U MOD
'SH.P" ISAS |3 “BSTAT -] (LOWALFHA)- -|'"MM-- --JID- - |IZ%
SHSA TS/TE 3 BST AT | ® (LOW ALPHA) 77 1 IZT
SHSC TS/IS 3 BSTAT | * (LOW ALPHA) 77 D JZIKB

- —,
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AFFIDAVYIT OF MICHAEL LOFTON
Page 6

EXHIBIT B
MULTIPLE TANDEM ARCHITECTURE ASR PREPARED AND
SUBMITTED BY INTERMEDIA TO BELLSOUTH PER BELLSOUTH’S REQUEST

80329.!




03/23/99 TUE 16:12 Fax

Screen ICARSR

Command
Trensfer Stet Y

CCNH-E?f'PON 18¢8-21

o/T Proc1?r55|898 15.28 D/T Upd 11851998 15:39 Stetus F CC

~~B0S-TELIS OATA ENTRY SUBSYSTEM#E

Access Service Request

478.5@583 VER ___

11851998 15,4¢
RArchive
ECI

ICSC SB@! D/TSENT ||Ps‘:sse 8339PN

QR _

D/T Sel D/T Ret SPA _  CNO

ASR EC Stetus FOT ______

DOD 11861898 Pr jet NOR __ __ LUP ___ ReqTyp MD Act C RTR S_

SUP _ AFO Exp Y RENG _ ALB _ RGAUT _ Dated LTP CA__

Cust  INTERMEDIR/PHONE ONE FBR

FNI CFNI Unit C PIU |08

CKR  TG@o1B284 PLU

ECCKT AC19838! Qty T
Qty

BAN  N/A ASG BIC _ TEL __ BIC-ID

TSC  ACI9B3Bimm ACTL ATLNGARBUBIT RPOT LA _ AT _

ROrd SPEC PPTD PFPTD

RPON  1987-21478-14080 CCVN TSP -

SAN TQ DY BSR _

Remarks THIS DRDER IS TO CHRANGE TRK GROUP RC1983@1 AND THE ATLNGARBUGIT TANDEM T
0 A MULTI TRNDEMeSEE ORIGINAL ORDER WHYCH IS RPON«TRF TYPE SHOULO BE TMTMe TTTe

3e

*  ICS@@sII - FIND COMPLETE.

@ooa




03s23,99 TUE 16:13 FAX Kooy

Screen ICRDM__ BOS-TELIS DARTR ENTRY SUBSYSTEM-- 11851998 1S.49
Commend ASR Rdministretion Informetion
CCNR EXF  PON 1998-21479.50593 VER __ ICSC SBB! ReqTyp MD Act C
ECCKT RC1983@1 Status F
ASR EC Stetus RPON 1997-21479-14000
zzrzs=zzz==szcocessenamc=zz== Billing Informetion semamssswmamsc=czzzzc=======z
BillNm INTERMEDIA / PHONE ONE___ SBiINm INTERMEDIA / PHONE ONE___
ACNA EXF TE G EBP
Street 3625 QUEEN PALM DR F! 3RD Rm VCVTAR
City TAMPA Stete FL Zip 33619~
BillCon LINE COST DEPT_ Te! 813-829-8811- SCL _ VTR
TS EE S F S SR E SRS S ES ECESESRER Contact Information RS E S rErE S S S EETEES S S S Jaunnean
Init JEFF NOBLE Te! B|3-829-28l2~
Street 3825 QUEEN PALM DR Fl 2___ Rm
City TRHPA State FL Zip 33619~
DsgCon JEFF NOBLE Tel 813-8B28-28I12~
Street 36235 QUEEN PALM DR DRC ZCJ FDRC ___ FI 3__ Rm
City TAMPA Stete FL Zip 33619- —
ImpCon NCC ) Te! 820-S42-0833-
MTC DUTY Te! B0B-S40-2033

*" ICS9P98I - NEXT COMPLETED.
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